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U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

PROGRESS POLLUTION REPORT
1.  HEADING

Date: October 5, 1890
From: Mike Neill
To: C. Sidamon-Eristcff, EPA
Muszynski, EPA
Caspe, EPA
Salkie, EPA
Friaco, EPA
Zachos, EPA
N. Di Forte, EPA
ERD, Washington,
(E-Mail)
Marshall, EPA
Sepri, EPA
Karlen, EPA
Fiske, EFA
Flock, ATSDR
Miller, NJDEP
TAT
Subject: White Bridge Road - Asbestosa Millington Dump,
Meyersville, New Jersey

CUPmE

oYy

POLREP NO.: Two (2}
I11. BACKGROUND

SITE/SPILL NO.: 6K

D.0. NO.: 7445-02-09

RESPONSE AUTHORITY: CERCLA/ZAEA

NPL STATUS: NPL

START DATE: September 19, 1890

APPROVAL STATUS: Verbal authcrization from
Division Director on Auguat 23, 18930.
STATUS OF ACTION MEMORANDUM: Pending

II1. RESPONSE INFORMATION

A. Situation '
See initial POLREP.

B. Actions Taken
1. On 9/12/90, TEM analyses of 11 dust samples collected
from 7 houses on or near the sites bv ERT were receivel.

The resvits indicated &ll 7 homes contained less than 1 %
chryaoct.le asbesatos.
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2. On 9/13/90, a meeting was sacheduled with the residents
and their attorney in attempts to inform them; of the
sampling results, of the hazarde associated with asbestos
and to recommend temporarily relocation for the residents
&and the business until actions could be undertaken to
mitigate the human health threats. However, the residents
refused to meet with the representatives off-site. Alsc,
the residents at the site refused medical examinations as
recommended by ATSDR and NJDOH.

3. On 9/14/90, ATSDR issued an addendum to the site health
aasesament (8/90) stating that the residents face an
imminent and substantial health threat from asbeatos
exposure. Recommendations included: terminate asbestos
exposure of the residents, additional sampling , restrict
access, terminate dusat generating activities, and post
warning signs.

4. During the week of 9/14/980, meetings with EPA and ATSDE
were heid in Edisen and New York discusszing the proposed
removal acticns at the site. Due the uncertainty of the
asbez=tos contamination, a consensus was derived to determine
the extent cf contamination.

5. O ©/17,20, EPA met with the residents to inform then

at the site, that the site still poses an imminent arnd
substartial health threat. Also, EFPA cbtained a vertal
yuCcess agreement to enter the site ard to post warning

signa2.

6. n 2-19/90, warning aigns were posted at the driveway
entrance to the horae riding track, and cn the fence
separating the grazing area and the riding track.
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7. On 9/20,/90, EPA and ATSDR met with the public and locsz}
officials to inform them of the hazards associasted with the
sites and EPA’s planned actions.

Future Plans

1. EPA ORC will attempt to obtain a written access agreems:nt
and documentation that the business owners inform their
emplovees and customers of the hazards asaociated with the
site.

Z. EFA Remedial will develcp a field operation plan to
determine the extent of contamination.
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FINAL POLREP

COST INFORMATION
Tctal Project Ceiling

Total Funcds Authorized for
Mitigation Contracts

$ 600,020

$ 310,000

Expenditures for Mitigation Ccocntracts

l.a. Amount obligated to DCN KXCO013 $ 310.000

& KEO1B0

1.t. Estimated expenditures as cof ¥ 2,500

16,705,990

l.c. Balance remaining

Unokligated Balance Remaining

fstimate of Total Expenditures
for ail Mitigation Conzracts

[ Dep oy pe NS o
Utrer Eatramaral Costs

Irtrzmural Removal Costs

1.a. EFA’s RAB salarys travel as B
s

£ 10/056/80

Total Expenditures % of $& 2 Million Q.

Fercent of Total Project Ceilin
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